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Supplemental Examiner's Answer Under 37 CFR 41.43 

Appellant argues that "Suzuki, Mauliettie and Kizer, whether viewed singly or in 
combination, do not teach or suggest an anthropomorphic manipulator" as claimed in claim 1 1 . 
Examiner disagrees. However, Appellant does not appear to specifically disclose a defect in the 
rejection, as such Examiner invites Appellant to review the rejection of 12/17/2004 to reaffirm 
Examiner's interpretation of the limitations such forth in claim 1 1, as broadly recited. Appellant 
argues that the invention of claim 1 1 , has "several distinct and unobvious advantages over the 
convention cable support arrangements of Suzuki, Mauletti and Kizer". It is Examiner's position 
that such "advantages" are inconsequential. The rejection is made purely upon the structure set 
forth in the claims, and not upon any "advantages". Appellant disagrees with Examiner's 
assessment that "a device for holding and stretching the cabling such that loosely hanging loops 
are avoided, and stretching the cabling such that it does not conflict with objects in the working 
range of the robot" was not claimed. The aforementioned argument and the claim language set 
forth in claim 1 1 that "a supporting device for guiding and holding the cabling in a stretched 
condition", when analyzed side-by-side are structurally different; it appears that appellant is 
trying to read more into the claim language than what is actually positively recited in the claim. 
Furthermore, the use of the "for. . . " statement is merely intended use and therefor the prior art of 
record must only be capable of performing such a function, which in the opinion of the 
Examiner, it is able to. Appellant argues that Suzuki does not show an "anthropomorphic" robot. 
Examiner disagrees, for the term "anthropomorphic" is an extremely broad term meaning 
"having human characteristics". It is the opinion of the Examiner, Suzuki clearly fulfills the 
aforementioned limitation. Appellant argues that its invention has cabling that is stretched and it 
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therefor allowable. Examiner disagrees, as it appears that appellant is again trying to read 
limitation from the specification into the claims, but not positively reciting the limitations within 
the claim language. Appellant argues the motivation to combine Suzuki and Mauletti. Examiner 
feels there is sufficient motivation to combine the analogous arts, and invites appellant to review 
the reasons for motivation within the previous Office Actions, and Answer, 



FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

Submission of your response by facsimile transmission is encouraged. Group 3600's 
facsimile number is (703) 872-9306. Recognizing the fact that reducing cycle time in the 
processing and examination of patent applications will effectively increase a patent's term, it is 
to your benefit to submit responses by facsimile transmission whenever permissible. Such 
submission will place the response directly in our examining group's hands and will eliminate 
Post Office processing and delivery time as well as the PTO's mail room processing and delivery 
time. For a complete list of correspondence not permitted by facsimile transmission, see MEP. 
502.01. In general, most responses and/or amendments not requiring a fee, as well as those 
requiring a fee but charging such fee to a deposit account, can be submitted by facsimile 
transmission. Responses requiring a fee which applicant is paying by check should not be 
submitting by facsimile transmission separately from the check. 

Responses submitted by facsimile transmission should include a Certificate of Transmission 
(MEP. 512). The following is an example of the format the certification might take: 
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I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the Patent and 

Trademark Office (Fax No. (703) 872-9306) on 

(Date) 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 



(Signature) 

If your response is submitted by facsimile transmission, you are hereby reminded that the 
original should be retained as evidence of authenticity (37 CFR 1.4 and MEP. 502.02). Please do 
not separately mail the original or another copy unless required by the Patent and Trademark 
Office. Submission of the original response or a follow-up copy of the response after your 
response has been transmitted by facsimile will only cause further unnecessary delays in the 
processing of your application; duplicate responses where fees are charged to a deposit account 
may result in those fees being charged twice. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Colby Hansen whose telephone number is (703) 305-1036. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every other Friday from 
7:30 PM to 5:00 PM (EST). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bucci, can be reached on (703) 308-3668. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-2168. 
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